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the 'utkrantyadi gamena\ This movement being incon-
sistent with the nature of the self, we argue through artha-
patti to establish that the antahkarana or ahankara is the
upaphi, that it conditions the self due to avidya.

Objection : Why can't we say that the 'Vijnana
sakti' and 'kriya parinama sakti9 belong only to the self.

Reply : Any parinama is inconsistent with the nature
of the self, for the self is devoid of parts, is all-pervasive,
and is asanga.  Further the appearances are made possi-
ble only when the evolved antahkarana is near by. And
Padmapada says that "due to its paraga with the antah-
karana the self is falsely treated as the ahankarta, just as
the crystal is taken to be red because of the 'uparaga,
with the 'japakusuma' which is near by."

Padmapada states the question. "How do you account
for the mithyatva of the redness in the crystal ?"  The
crystal is apprehended as red. Redness is not cognised as
separate from the crystal. There is the samsarga between
the redness and the crystal. This is explained differently
in different theories.

Akhyata ; There is the appearance of the false read-
ness in the crystal. But the redness that is cognised be-
longs to or comes from the japakusuma. And it does not
appear as distinct from the crystal.  The absence of this
distinction between the two brings about this erroneous
cognition.

Reply s The rays of light emanating from the eye
catch the crystal; and if these rays approach the Japa-
kusuma flower, they will cognise the redness as belonging